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Analytic are so intricate that, unless precautions are taken, the
student is only too likely to remain involved in them for ever and
fail to reach the Dialectic at all. Certainly no detailed commentary
since that of Caird has really recovered from exhaustion at the end
of the Deduction of the Categories in the first edition.1

SENSA AND PHYSICAL OBJECTS

The distinction between phenomena and noumena, as we have
already seen, was first put forward by Kant after a long period
of uncertainty to deal with a particular difficulty, namely that of
space. He had indeed been previously troubled by problems con-
cerning God and causality, but these were not uppermost in his
mind at the time of the composition of the Dissertation. But
Euclid and Newton could not be kept indefinitely in separate
compartments, and he was inevitably led in the years before the
publication of the Critique to assign substance and causality as
well as space and time to the phenomenal realm, Noumena, how-
ever, though denuded of their spatial and physical character, still
remained as real. They could not do otherwise, since Kant was
above all else convinced that, if we once allowed ourselves to treat
the universe of space, time, substance, and causality as real with-
out qualification, we must thereby be committed to all the fallacies
exposed in the Antinomies and confess the incompetence of reason
to solve its own problems.
This being the case, however, there were inescapable difficulties
of causal interaction for Kant to solve, and the nature, though not
the solution of them, is revealed by even a superficial study of the
opening section of the Aesthetic.2 Perhaps in the end they may all
be fairly said to resolve themselves into the general question of how
the term ' phenomenon ' is to be interpreted without doing violence
either to the reality of physical objects or to that of non-empirical
or noumenal objects. The problem is as follows:
i. Kant held a physiological theory of perception and main-
tained unequivocally that physical atoms affect our physical
sense organs and produce the psychological data of con~
1  Vaihinger requires two large volumes in which to reach the end of the Aesthe-
tic, while de Vleeschauwer takes three to complete the Deduction.
2  B 33-B 36. See above, p. 83.